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Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 January 2006 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 8-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 8-15 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 01/20/06 is/are: a)D accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

The specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors, e.g., typographical, grammar, idiomatic, syntax 
and etc. Applicants' cooperations are requested in correcting any errors of which 
applicants may become aware in the specification. 

This application does not contain an abstract of the disclosure as required by 37 
CFR 1 .72(b). An abstract on a separate sheet is required. The abstract in the PCT 
does not suffice. 

The listing of references in the Search Report is not considered to be an 
information disclosure statement (IDS) complying with 37 CFR 1 .98. 37 CFR 1 .98(a)(2) 
requires a legible copy of: (1 ) each foreign patent; (2) each publication or that portion 
which caused it to be listed; (3) for each cited pending U.S. application, the application 
specification including claims, and any drawing of the application, or that portion of the 
application which caused it to be listed including any claims directed to that portion, 
unless the cited pending U.S. application is stored in the Image File Wrapper (IFW) 
system; and (4) all other information, or that portion which caused it to be listed. In 
addition, each IDS must include a list of all patents, publications, applications, or other 
information submitted for consideration by the Office (see 37 CFR 1 .98(a)(1) and (b)), 
and MPEP § 609.04(a), subsection I. states, "the list ... must be submitted on a 
separate paper." To expedite prosecution of this application, the references cited in the 
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Search Report have been considered. In order to have the references printed on such 
resulting patent, a separate listing, preferably on a PTO/SB08A and 08B form, must be 
filed in response to this Office action. 

The disclosure is objected to because a reference to and brief description of the 
drawing(s) as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .74 is missing from the specification. 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because of the following reasons: 

a) .The reference characters "17" and "19" have both been used to designate 
"fraction". See page 8 line 17 and line 22 respectively. [Applicants should further check 
that different numbers do not refer to the same part; and vice versa, i.e., different parts 
are not being referred to by the same number]. 

b) . Figure 1 should be designated by a legend such as --Prior Art- because only 
that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). [Note page 5, lines 32-33 of the 
specification]. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
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any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

Claims 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first and second paragraphs, as 
the claimed invention is not described in such full, clear, concise and exact terms as to 
enable any person skilled in the art to make and use the same, and fails to particularly 
point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

The "comprising" e.g., in claim 8, Iine3, appears to be at odds and is broadening 
the "consists in" recited e.g., at page 3, line 22. 

Claims 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

It is unclear what constitute the claimed lower boiling point compound(s), the 
intermediate fraction and the higher boiling point product(s) as they are not specified in 
the claims. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8-9 and 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bassler et al (6,139,693) with or without Benzie et al (4,230634). 
Bassler et al discloses a process/method comprising feeding a medium containing 
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dinitriles to a distillation column; recovering a low -boiling point compounds at 

the column top; recovering an intermediate fraction, and recovering a higher boiling 

point products at the column bottom. 

The process of Bassler differs from the claimed invention in that claim 1 recites the 
process for the manufacture and separation of dinitriles from a medium originating from 
hydrocyanation of unsaturated mononitriles. However, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to substitute and/or incorporate the dinitriles from a 
medium originating from hydrocyanation of unsaturated mononitriles as taught by 
Benzie to the process/method of Bassler inasmuch as Benzie suggests distillation to 
achieve the desired separation/purification of said dinitriles containing product. See e.g., 
col. 2, lines 43-47. 

Claim 9 directed to temperatures; and claim 14 directed to pressures are deemed 
to be result-effective -variables which ordinarily are within the skilled of the art. 

Claims 10-1 1 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a) . Ward et al discloses a process for recovery of unsaturated nitriles. 

b) . Ostermaier et al discloses the recovery of adiponitrile from mixtures 
containing the same. 

c) .Kawakami et al discloses a process for producing purified methacrylonitrile. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to V. Manoharan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1450. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenn Caldarola can be reached on (571) 272-1444. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Virginia Manoharan/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1797 
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